
10/010,518 

7590 06/16/2004 

Richard P. Berg, Esq. 
c/o LADAS & PARRY 
Suite 2100 

5670 Wilshire Boulevard 

Los Angeles, CA 90036-5679 



BELL, PAULA 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2675 ^ 
DATE MAILED: 06/16/2004 



Please find below and/or attached an Offlee communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO 90C (Rev 10/03) 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

10/010,518 



Examiner 



Applicant(s) 

HUANG ETAL. 



Art Unit 



, PAUL A BELL I 2675 

The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be t,mely filed 

Failure to reolv ^within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
" Any rep? SteMW?l» three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704(b). 

Status 

1 )£3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 November 2001. 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)G3 This action is non-final. 

3)D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 



Disposition of Claims 

4) I3 Claim(s) 1^20 is/are pending in the application 
4a) Of the above claim(s) 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 7^20 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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12)K1 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a® All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 M Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed 
in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wergen 
(6,201,196). 

With regard to claim 1 Wergen teaches a control device (abstract and figure 1), 
comprising: a sensor board, having a first through hole (figure 1, items 17 and 19); at least one 
first sensor, disposing on the sensor board (figure 1 item 25); a post, having a first end and a 
second end and a stopper, connecting to the second end of the post(figure 1, items 12 and 15), 
wherein the post is extended through the first through hole by the first end (figure 1, items 19 
and 33), the stopper is connected to the sensor board (figure 1, column 4, lines 45-54). 

With regard to claim 2 Wergen teaches the control device of claim 1, wherein the first 
sensor comprises a strain gauge having a resistance that varies according to a distortion of the 
sensor board (figure 1, item 25 column 3 lines 25-30). 

With regard to claim 3 Wergen teaches the control device of claim 2, further comprising 
at least one second sensor, wherein the first and the second sensors are perpendicularly disposed 
to each other, thereby detecting the distortion of the sensor board in various orientations (figure 
item 25 on left and item 25 on right). 
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With regard to claim 4 Wergen teaches the control device of claim 1, wherein the first 
sensor is disposed around the periphery of an assembly region, where the sensor board and the 
stopper are connected(figure item 25 on left and item 25 on right). 

With regard to claim 5 Wergen teaches he control device of claim 4, wherein the first 
sensor is further extended through a gap between the sensor board and the stopper (this broad 
language is illustrated in figure 1). 

With regard to independent claim 6 most of the limitations were already shown in claim 1 
above in addition Wergen teaches a spacer, having a second through hole; wherein the post is 
passed through the first and the second through holes by the first end, and the spacer is disposed 
between the stopper and the sensor board (figure 1 item 34). 

With regard to claims 7-10 they correspond to claims 2-5 and since claims 1 and 6 were 
rejected all of claims 7-10 for the same reasons are rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wergen 
(6,201,196) in view of Poole (6,359,613). 

With regard to independent claims 1 1 and 17 most of the limitations were shown above 

in claims 1 and 6. However with further regard to claims 1 1 and 17 Wergen does not illustrate 

an obvious intended use for his control device such as a "A notebook PC, comprising: a main 

body, having a keyboard device and a base inside, wherein the keyboard device has a control 
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post region, and the control post region is comprised of a control device, wherein the control 



device is connected to the base". Wergen does however clearly state in column 1 line 10 "a 
joystick can be used as a computer input device or as a mouse replacement" 

Poole teaches a pointing stick much like Wergen placed in a keyboard used with a 
computer system (See figures 6 and 7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use the Wergen control device in a PC keyboard as illustrated by Poole because 
this use is viewed as merely directed towards an "OBVIOUS INTENDED USE" of the Wergen 
control unit. 

With regard to claims 12-16 and 18-20 they correspond to claims 2-5 and 7-10 and since 
claims 1 1 and 17 were rejected all of claims 12-16 and 18-20 for the same reasons are rejected. 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul Bell whose telephone number is (703) 306-3019. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful the Technology Center 
2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377 can help with any 
inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Or Faxed to: (703) 872-9306 

Or Hand-delivered to: Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor 
(Receptionist). 



Conclusion 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
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